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above mentioned categorı1es, Zehnder dıstın- 10graphy make thıs useful exegetical tool
gulshes the meanıngs of the exemes urther However, Aas the category headıngs AT not
by emphasısıng elr syntactical but hsted ogether ıth elr code numbers 1n
admıts that SOIMNE cannot be allocated LO an Yy the ıntroductjion to the tables, ON constantly
sıngle Yet. he detects SOINE fiıfty-seven needs LO flıp through the book for expla-
sub-categorı1es, each ofe15 iıllustrated by natıon of ese codes. Yet despite the above
several examples. In each Case, Zehnder hsts mentijoned shortcomiıngs, ennders work 15

couple of SLANdAar usages, 1C. illustrate LO be recommended comprehensıve an
the meanıng of the lexeme, before focusıng indıspensable tool for an Y exegete wıth SPC-

problem ese somet1ıimes gy1ve the c1al ınterest 1n semantıcs an word tudıes
impress1on that the allocatıon of the exemes
LO certaın semantıc 15 forced, an the olfgang Bluedorn
revlewer WOU ave allocated SOINE LO dıffer- Bonn, Germany/Deerfield, 1N01S, USA
ent. VYet; ıt. should be noted that Zeh-
der 15 of thıs problem an allocates
several exemes LO m1ıxed STOUDS, 2@ OW EuroJTh 2001} 1©:2:; KL O2
for LWwO INOTEe meanıngs.

Zehnder Iso offers theologıcal nterpre-
tatıon of hıs ındıngs, concentratıng the The Voıce of Jesus: Studızes ıUn the
metaphorıcal dımensıon an distinguıishıng Interpretation of Sıx Gospel Parables
between thıcal aspects, derıved from the cCat- (Paternoster Bıblıcal and Theological

Monographs)CDOTYV of conduct/liıfestyle, an! historıical ONE€ES,
derıved from the Ca of Ergehen/path of Stephen Wright
lıfe Thus, he demonstrates that ethıcs Ca  . Carlisle Paternoster Press, 2000, Sar 280
be metaphorıcally deseribed Aas path Yet pb., ISBN 0-85364-975-8
instead of takıng partıcular oncept of eth-
1CS hıs po1ın of departure, Zehnder eg1Ns ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
ıth the path exemes an ses the resulting
categorıes LO utlıne ethıcs, which esults Die Monographie ıst eın hreatıver Beıtrag
1ın rather single-sıided an incomplete eth- S Gleichnıisforschung und S ‚Stimme‘ des
1cal MO!' By CONtrast, hıs andlıng of the hıstorıschen JSesus. Sıe honzentriert sıch auf
historıical aspects aPPCAIs LO ave een bet- sechs Iukanısche Gleichnıisse, dıe Wrıight als

Sprachfiguren untersucht. Er benutzt dabe:ter thought Out. Lookıng ql the ‘“canonı1cal hıs-
tory', Zehnder demonstrates that Israel’s hıs- Iıterarkrıtische Kategorıen DO  S arold 007N
LOTY, 1C starts ıth the Exodus, Ca. be und zeıgt, welche Sprachfiguren bedeutenden
understood both as her WaYy wıth an under uslegern Lın der Geschichte der Gleichnıs-
the guıidance of Yahweh ınterpreta-tıion als hermeneutısche Schlüssel

gedıent haben (Lukas Metonymıe; Ambro-Zehnder finally interprets the esults of
the semantıc analysıs by categor1sıng the SIUS, eda Venerabilis, Bonaventura, Calvın
metaphorically sed path exemes hematı- Metapher, Metonyme; Uulıcher. Sımile;
cally. Although thıs part somewhat overlaps Scott Metapher). Trot: der unterschiedlichen
ıth the analysıs of the lexemes, ıt, Sets the Ansätze Öört rıght verschıedene Aspekte
esults 1ın the wıder ontext of each book of der Stıiımme des hıstorıschen Jesus Ure
the Hebrew crıptures Unfortunately, how- dıe Interpretationen INAUFC. Rlıngen Diese
CVEeT, enhnnders approach aCcC consıstency ql Aspekte sınd Jedoc recht allgemeın und nıcht
thıs po1ın nstead of keeping LO the MO he den Hauptstoßrichtungen der Auslegungen
has employe LO thıs poıint, he combiıines entinommen, WWas rıght allerdıngs bewusst
ıt. wıth historical-eritical heorl1es Yet the ıst. Ar selbst versteht dıe Gleichnısse als Syn-
carefully presented results make for thıs ekdoche: Jesu Vısıon DOM. gerechten Leben wırd
incons1ıstency, which makes thıs part ind1s- ın ıhnen anhand spezıeller Beıspiele deutlıch,
pensable, Aas ıt reveals the wıde distriıbution dıe gleichzeıtıig realistisch und überraschend
of each meanıng ınherent 1ın the under sınd und UVO.  E den Hörern dıe Rückübersetzung

Ln ıhre Jeweılıge Lebensrealıtät verlangen.investigatıon.
43-page append1x of tables categorısıng rıght untersucht jeweıls dıe Intentionen der

CUTrTeNLl of the Old Testament path einzelnen Ausleger, welche Eınflüsse ın ıhren
exemes both the order of the categorı1es erken sıchtbar werden sowohl zeıtgenösslı-
an 1ın bıblical order, which C  > be sed 4s sche als uch dıe aAUsSs der Tradıtıon sSstammen-
ındex of bıblical>an J4-page bıb- den), un dıe Eınsıchten, dıe S1ıe beigetragen

EuroJTh 10:2 E



Book Reviews

en Obwohl seın eıgener Ansat  C  D dıe Iıte-
rarısche ene und dıe sozıale Relevanz der

speech that requiıre 9 an
that responsıve readıng PTFOCESS reveals

Gleichnisse S eıt Jesu betont, ıst dıe theo- something ou the ‘vo1ce’ of the hıstorical
ogısche Ebene nıcht omplett ausgeblendet: ‚Jesus. alysıng selectie: examples from the
dıe Gleichnısse zeıgen beıispielhaft, WLLE (Jzottes history of parable interpretatıon, rıg
gnädıge Gerechtigkeı m zwıschenmenschlız- 1mMs LO show that a  oug. interpreters
chen Leben realısıert werden soll ave understood the parables quıte 1lier-

ently, somethıng of the vo1lce of ‚Jesus shiınes
ESUME through each ınterpretatıon.T1g approprI1-
Dans ce monographıiıe, "auteur traıte Vec

tes insıghts from the lıterary-crıtica work
of Harold 00M, adopting hıs S1X entralereatıvıte de Ia question de l’ıinterpretation des Lropes (1Irony, synecdoche, metonymyYy, hyper-naraboles el de la recherche de Ia << DOLX J} du bole, metaphor an metalepsı1ıs). He identi-JSesus hıstorıque. 771 examıne S1X pnaraboles de

l’Evangıle de LUuC, qu’ıl consıdere COMMe des
1eSs the kınd of rope entral 1n the parable

figures de langage. En utılısant les categorıes ınterpretatıions under ınvestigatıon, seekıng
LO elucıdate the interpreter’s ıntentıon, thede Ia erıtıque Iıtteraıre eNONCEES DAr arold influences uDON hım synchronic an00M, ıl MmONnEFre COMMeEeNn dıvers exegetes, dıachronic), and hıs insıghts ınto the VO1Ce ofde ’hıistorre de l’ınterpretation des DUAra- ‚Jesus.oles, ont utılıises dıfferentes figures de lan- In Luke’s narratıve the parables funection

gage cles DOUFr comprendre les parabo- as metonymıes, ‘ summarıes mınlatureles (la metonymıe DOUFr L, la metaphore et embodiıments of the gospel mMeESSage f Judge-Ia metonymıe DOUF Ambroise, Bede, Bonaven-
ture et Calvın, Ia comparaıson DOUF Jülıicher, ment and the wondrous reversals SsSeeN

la metaphore DOUFr Scott). algre les dıf- ın the entire OTrYV of ‚Jesus’ lııfe, ea 1eS$S5-
urrection anı continued doings through theferences ımportantes QUEC presentent CesO” church‘’ (p 24() study of the termınology ofches, rıght dıscerne dıvers aspects de Ia DOLX the an parables shows that Luke dıd notde JSJesus ans chaque ınterpretation. IIn.

ait cependant qQUEe Ces elements Sont plutöt stereotype the characters NOr spıirıtualıse the
message of the parables, that vo1ce ofOordre general et refletent DAaS LOUJOUrS the 1ving Jesus”. contıinues LO echo clearlyIa dırection ınterpretative prıncıpale de Ces 1ın the gospel of (p 24 1)approches. Il qQuan [uL GQUE les PAaFra-

boles fonctionnent COMMe des synecdoques dıfferent pıcture emerges from the patrıs-
JSEsus enseıigne qu est  R Un ULie Juste Dar

tıc an medieval interpreters Ambrose, Bede,
Bonaventure). schewıng the abuse that theydes exemples, quı Sont Ia fOLS realıstes el SUr- ave uffered due LO eır sometı1mes strangeprenanits, et qul ınuıtent les audıteurs UuUnNne allegorical readıngs, rıg presents INOTeEetransposıtıon UU UnNne applıcatıon leur

DTODTe VLE, rıght penche S ]L les ıntentions nuanced account of elr efforts He shows
that they WeTe ınterested INOTEe 1ın the ‘divinedes exegetes dont ıl examıne approche, Sr meanıng of cripture than ın the intentionles ınfluences quL Sont exXxercees SuUur CUNX, of the ‘hiıstorıical Jesus’, an that much er1t1-et SuU. les apports de chacun. Son approche

personnetle soulıgzne Ia qualite lıtteraıire el la c1ısm Tom Calvın LO ullıcher an beyond) 1S
fonctıon socıale des pnaraboles, Sa”nrns neglıger therefore ase assumptions. Their

nterest 1n the divıne meanıng ofal] Scriptureleur ınteret theologıque les parabdoles four- led ese early interpreters LO dıiscover varı-nıssent des exemples de Ia anıere ont la
Justıce requıse Dar Dıieu O1t vIUre ans le eLYy of metaphoriıcal and metonymıc dımen-
quotidıen. S10NS, 1C. rıght 155 not prepare LO wrıte

off Aas inadequate allegories. Indeed, he 15 able
Thıs revıised dıtıon of Wright’s doctoral the- LO discover the Vo1lce of ‚Jesus 1ın the parables’
S1S, completed under the superv1ısıon moral, practical an specıfıc impact.
Dunn In 1997, examınes S1X an parables Turning LO historical-eritical approaches,
"The &  od Samarıtan, 'T’he rodıga SoN, The exemplıfıe by the semıinal ontrıbutio of
Shrewd Steward, 'The ıch Man an Lazarus, ühlcher, who understood the parables as
The udge an the 1dow, The Pharısee an plaın sımıles, r1g. that ‘despitethe Customs Officer) from varıety of angles eır ıdealistiec and generalısed colourıng,
Wright's COMNCETN 1S5 wıth the “volce” of ‚Jesus ‚Jühlicher’s interpretations] OW LO ear
of azareth, Aas metaphor for hıs stance, the clarıty of VOolce 1C brought ternal
attıtude, indıvıduality, personal stamp (p. divıne truth LO Ne an vıvıd express1on,He understands the parables Aas figures of ıth plaın ıimplıcatıons for human behavıour’
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(p 248) eader-orjiented ıinterpretatıions, creatıve exegete, wh: 1S sensıtıive LO the hıs-
the er hand, AT represented by the work torıcal setting of Jesus’ MINI1STTY, the hlıterary
of Co wh: understands the parables characteristics of the parables, the ser1ptur

metaphors. Here, the VOlce of ‚Jesus COINMN- influences ‚Jesus anı the theologıcal Implı-
sısts 1ın the subversive an SUrpr1sıng ele- catıons of the parables The last aspect 1s
ment of hıs message. not developed In detaıl, but ıt 15 clearly part

Wrig|  S analysıs of ese ıinterpretatıons of Wright’s objective. While he SLTLresSses the
15 ve. perceptıve but hıs conclusıons COIl1- exemplary function of the parables an elr
cernıng the vVvolce of ‚Jesus AT faırly general
an derıve less from the thrust of the inter-

down-to-earth sSoc1al sıgnıfıcance ın socıety
1ın W.  1C. for instance, the problem of wealth

pretatıons than irom hıs sympathetic reflec- an pOoverty Was not. insıgnıficant, thıs oes
tıons the whole ıinterpretatıve PTFOCeSS ql noLt 1nNnean that (G0d 15 absent 1ın the parables,work 1ın OSe readıngs. T’hıs 15 ın SOINE

posıtıve ın that rıg oes not force the EeV1- but that Justice needs LO be realised In
Just human relatıonshıps.dence LO SaV somethıng he 1S5 interested In, rıg therefore dıiffers from his brotherbut hıs conclusıons m1g be consıdered LOO

unspecıfıc by SOINEe hıstorical ‚Jesus questers. rıg. who has argue that ‚Jesus
As regards hıs OW.: approach, ng 1iNTLeNde the parables maınly metaphors

that embody STOFY ıth Israel ın thefocuses 1rs ‚Jesus’ contemporary context, 1gof actıon 1ın ‚.Jesus. Stephenrıght'sunderstandıng the parables synecdoche.
He argues that ‚Jesus intLende them LO approac 1S5 TO&a enough LO acknowledge
CAÄDICSS hıs Vv1ısıon of rıghteous lıfe Dy S1V- the valıdıty of Wright’s readıng, but he

provıdes hıs OW twıst 1n understandıng theIng realıstic, but al the Samne tıme urprısıng hınkıng of characters 1n the parables wıthexamples that eed LO be translated back into
the real ıfe DYy hıs hearers, thus allowıng for an Israel metalepsıs, the tropıng of

of dıfferent resPONSCS an iıdentifica- rope
tıons Dy dıfferent hearers. In second step, Although the plots of the parables C  -rıg. examınes the parables agaınst theiır be explore reflecting, 1ın hıghly SUg-secrıptural background, d1ıscoverıng both COIN- gestive WAaY, dealıngs wıt Israeltiınu1lty ıth crıpture (especlally wıth the
Old Testament wısdom hıterature, but Iso an the WwOor. ıt 15 best LO In of them

arousıng such oughts As evocatıveıth the narratıves, laws, an! prophetic texts) echoes, rather than makıng metaphor1-an the tropıng of crıpture'.
The latter aspect 15 ONCE agaın developed cal statements LO be decoded poın by

ıth the help of 00M 1ın that rıg adopts pomınt What they evoke, by WaY of hın-
hıs uUuse of Lropes 1ın order LO sShOow hat Ca  } gulstıic S1ZNS that ave en pointed LO

God, 1S the of the ınterlınkıng ofhappen when wrıters Lr y LO establısh eır
OW: VO1Cce despıte inescapably ınfluenced human an divıne worlds, the ancıent an
condıtion’ (p. 235) Applyıng thıs LO ‚Jesus and instinctive descr1ıption of (God In human
hıs eing influenced (conscıously an 185 Janguage an the behef (perhaps almost

equally ancıent) that human affaırs SO1I11e-SC1I0USLYy) by cr1ıpture, rıght poınts out the
1TONY of ‘the absence of anı y authorızıng word, how miırror dıvıne order. (PP
anıy “thus SaVyvysS the Lord” 1ın the parables
eVy SCEIN LO DOSSCSS lesser authorıty than In the SIN of rıght’s study, thıs quota-
elr rea PFeCUTFrSOT'S, yet perhaps they DOS-

tıon INay function kınd of synecdoche
exemplıfyıng rıght's abılıty LO apprecıateSE$SS greater’ (p 236) T’he CONCISEe but SU$S- Varl0ous approaches an LO contrıbute 1e  Sgestive remarks “1roNYy an normalıty', SyN-

cdoche an narratıvıty', metonymıty an! insıghts Aase: the sophısticate use of
brevıty', hyperbole an humanıty', 'metaphor ıterary rıtical insıghts. Hıs work 15 hıghly

ınformatıve an stiımulatıng, and thereforean fiıctionalıty, an ‘metalepsı1s an allu-
deserves arge readershıps1iveness’ that ATeEe LO be oun 1n thıs sectjion

deserve close study Dy OoOSe interested 1ın the
use of the Old Testament 1n the New. Raılıner Behrens

eltenham, EnglandThe chapters dealıng wıth earlıer parable
interpretatıons cShow rıght perceptive
reader, who, 1le eing ofeır short-
COomıngs, SLresses elr lastıng contrıbutions.
In the second part of the book, meet the
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